However, the proportions of rare and moderately common species were higher in the Strict Reserves as compared to the reference areas.
The knowledge on the distribution and the preferred habitats of pseudoscorpions in Germany is lower than in other arachnid groups, i.e. spiders and harvestmen (Muster & Blick in press ). This is reflected in the comparatively low numbers of grid squares with records per species, which is on average 21 for pseudoscorpions, 105 for harvestmen and 141 for spiders (Staudt 2014 , based on 1:25000 maps with a total of 3000 grid squares in Germany). The group is still rarely used in applied studies, biodiversity projects, etc. Nevertheless, the group contains a fairly high number of specialized species of certain endangered habitats (e.g. bogs, nearly natural forests), but in particular of specific habitat structures (bark, rotten wood, nests of birds or ants, compost heaps or barns), resulting in a high potential value for bioindication in nature conservation. This was considered when Anthrenochern.es stellae Lohmander, 1939 was included in Annex 2 of the Habitats Directive, where it represents (together with several species of beetles) the communities of decomposition stages in old growth forests (Drogla 2003) .
This contribution presents results of faunistic and ecological research in Strict Forest Reserves in Hesse (Germany) . Currently 27 species of pseudoscorpions are known from Hesse (Muster & Blick in prep.) .
Systematic surveys in the county were rare (e.g., Helversen 1966 , Jost 1982 1988 , with a total area of 1228 ha. In the long term not only every single reserve shall be investigated intensively, but also the succession shall be documented by repeated inventories (Dorow et al. 1992 (Muster 2009 (Muster , 2013 (Dorow et al. 1992 (Dorow et al. , 2010a 1994-1996 1999-2001 1994-1996 1999-2001 1990-1992 1990-1992 2004-2006 Pitfall 
Tent eclectors on stumps (Fig. 3) . Note that the recording scheme was not completely identical in the reserves and the corresponding reference areas (see Tab. 2). The number of pitfall trap sites reflects the number of different structures in the reserves and the reference areas. (Fig. 4) . This is even more obvious regarding the abundance proportion (Fig. 5 (Wulf 1994 (Helversen 1966) and 428 individuals (Jost 1982 
